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FOR SALE AT THIS OFFICE: 
The 5th Volume <»t' the Enq.ui rer, com pleat, 

bouSd in boards. 

VIRGINIA DERATES, in the Convention, 
bound in calf, sheep and boards. 

BURR’S TRIAL, for Treason and for a Mis- 
demeanor, in hoards—By D. Robertson. 

Letters on the Subject, of THE CATHO- 
LICS— By Peter Plymley—from the 11th London 
Edition. 

BLANKS, for Lawyers, Clerks, Sheriffs, Coni 
stable*, Merchants, &c. £-c. which will also be 
printed according to any form exhibited, at Use 
slKirteat notice. 

THIS DAY IS PUBLISHED, 
A New Theory, 

OF 

The DIURjYJL ROTJTIOjY OF Tflk 
JiJlRril: 

Demonstrated upon Mathematical Principles,' 
from the properties of the Cycloid and the Epi- 
cycloid. 

WITH 
at: application of the tiieoe y,’ 

To the explanation of the various* Phenomena of 
the Winds, Tide/and of those Stony and Me- 
tallic concretions which have fallen from Hea- 
ven upon the surface of the Earth. 

By JOff.Y WOOD, 
»Author of Kiemcnta of Perspective, prin- 

ted in London, in l^yP. 
December 14. 

BANK OF VmGINI A.—I'ln* Stockholders 
are hereby notified that the first Monday in 

January, is the day appointed bv law for a gen- 
eral meeting, for the purpose of cl loosing Direc- 
tors of the Bank and the several offices of Dis- 
count and Deposit 

■JOHN BItOCKENCHOUGH, Cath'r. 
December 12. ep9t 

TIIF. Subscriber has commenced and will i 
continue to practise LAW, in the Superior I and Inferior Couris of Caroline and Essex coun-! 

ties : letters addressed forliim to the Bowling- <irecn Post-Olficc will be attended to. 

'JOHN BAYLOR. 
New-Market, Dec. 12. 2t*f 

Fashionable # 

BOOT isr SHOE- MJ1KERS. 
^p'HE Subscribers next door 
l above Messrs Prosser and 

M meure’s Vendne-Office, jut: 
from. Philadelphia—have com- 
menced tlie manufacture t»f-7oott 
and Shoes, of the most fashiona- 
bit Sliapcs, neatly and faithfully 
made ont <n ilic best materials, 
selected wh.li much care and at- 
tention in Phialdelnhia—Those 

who may favor them with their custom may rely 
upon being new tv fitted, and | roniptly attended 
to. 

Orders from the Country Blin.ll he duly execu- 
ted and ore respectfully solicited. And they 
trust that by their assiduity and altentioi they 
will merit a sinuo of patronage in the line of their 
profession. 

CAMP SELL & PAUL. 

Three nr four g<x»d journeymen will meet cm- 

ploy as above. 
nov. mher 14. 2m^J 

BY virtue of the last will and testament of Ho 
bert Means, dcoVl. will be sold to tile high- 

est bidder, on Wednesday, the 3rd day of Jaiiuo- 
jy next, if fair, otherwise the next fair day, the 
J.AidD and PLANTATION b .longing to the 
Slid Hubert Means, dec’d. in tile upper end ol 
Henrico county, containing, according to the 
deeds, three hundred and seventy-three acre*, & 
lying on tiie Three-natched road, about a mile and 
si half above the short lhtsnp. 'I’uere are, on the 

premises, a two story dwelling-house, having two 
rooms below, with a passage, alul two above, a 

grainery, stable, kitchen, and an orchard of sp 
}>Ie and peach trees. The lands will be sold ac 

cording to the deeds, ami the sale will take place 
«t tin dwelling-house. The terms will e, on>- 

hall of the purchase money to be paid at the coo 

of twelve months, and the other ut the end ot two 

years from the day of the sale; The purchasei 
to give bond and approved security, with a <!eccl 
of tru.-t upon the property, to 9tcure payment ot 

the pu-chase money. 
DANIEL CALL. 

].:■ cut'o*• nf the TeVataent .in:! / ut JVili nf 
NO BEET MEANS, Deed 

No’.(tn’oer 24 tds 

KLUS V. LACHAIZIb, TAYLOR ; I 
L.~ T’l.GTFUI .I.Y informs the L illies and 

■c Cent .env/n of Kichmond, and its vicinity, ] 
th.v he- li.«.; mnm need business in the house nexti 
til Me. Neils'o'* store, mam street. where he; 
hopes, by :v si hti.y -•?:«! at tent • »»to all commands, 
to merit a sliaic oi paolic patronage 

*i* /'ll orders cxcc” ted after the newest and 
neatest fashions. 

November 21. 2:iw4’v^ 
N. B. Three or four goad V'oiknvn wanted, 

to whom the highest w-.grj will be en. Ap- 
I ly as above. 

In Counci:., September 19th, 1809. 

IT U advised, th i. from ami after the first day 
of j. nttsry next, the Auditor be instructed, 

in every <vsc« who i< >y claim by virtue of an or- 

«!»v <>r certificate of court, ;* prseined to him by 
person whose name is not mentioned therein, 

torn, me attrh pto *on (o p»" luce,also, an order 
ryr no>*cr ofattorney from liie indiviihi-l'ci whose 
t or t i'li rvdftrm eerti > I'.eolcoiiit was inad<‘, 
< >£ ;Vi < r with on offl«V,vit of one witness at 1< ast, 
certified t-' a ffijrjisiraie or notary pubhc, that 
f.oo'i intlivi t acimliy »i|.iicd and a< koov\ t,>,i 
grdrJie afn" J hUm give general informal i< n 

ii ini P'd*‘ t l* »* *d ced, thu a copy hereof lie 

I ib! * is 1 in the Vug-mi Argus, Kt*rpiirert !».•• 
1. s >ui (’ |mi’>•■genfa Norfolk Her.ihl, Lyti'di- 
/>urir Ht.u', Al-muton £ igi». and W,.ic. steriia 
/adt'*, oi.«,t a 'vecV until the li- si day of January 
lie.lt. 

Extract from, the 'f'uurnalt, 
DANILL HYLTON, 

(,'E rk (fj the (. unci!. 

wi IJ § plumber :)8s 

FROX THE NATIONAL INTELLIGENCER. 

EXPOSITION OF 
THE CONDUCT OF THE HONORAPLE 

FRANCIS JAMES JACKSON, 
IN HIS CORRESPONDENCE 

WITH ROBERT SMITH. ESQ. 
SECRETARY OF STATE.* 

(CONCLUDED.) 
But the American administration would 

not be provoked into an early and abrr.pt re- 
jection of the hope of accommodation, even 
through such an ungracious minister as Mr. 
Jackson. The President and his counsel-: 
lors appear to have been determined to 
probe Mr. Jackson more closely as to the 
object of his mission, and to bring him strict- 
ly to the test, in the expectation* that he had 
still in store the precious balm which was to 
heal the festering wounds of the nation._Ac- 
cordingly, Mr. Smith add revved to him on 
the 19th October, a very lucid and masterly letter, the commencement of which exposes the frivolity of the exception which Mr. 
Jackson had taken to the prescription *f 
written for verbal communications. The 
reader must be amused with the auk ward and 
embarrassed escape which the new envoy makes from the perplexity of Ignorance and 
humiliation which he had presumptuously 
brought upon himself. No additional weight 
can be given, by any remarks in this place, 
to the overwhelming arguments bv which 
Mr. Smith demonstrates the propriety of 
Mr. Jackson’s presenting a formal explana- 
tion ot the true cause of the disavowal of 
Mr. Erskine’s arrangement, nor to the sa. 

gacity and just reasoning with which the 
Secretary of State points out an untruth ad- 
vanced by the representative of his Britan- 
nic majesty relative to that explanation hav- 
ing been made in London to Mr. Pinkney ; 
nor any force added to the repulsion of Mr. 
Jackson’s insinuation that the government of 
the United States had manifested no dissa- 
tisfaction at the disavowal of the arrange- 
me'tt. 

It is in his letter of the 19th of October, 
Mr. Smith states, that Mr. Erskine “did 
present for his consideration the three con- 
ditions'’ contained in the printed despatch 
of Mr. Canning of the 23d of January ; hut 
that, finding they were rejected, Mr. Era- 
kine proposed others which others were ac- 
cepted. It is particularly recommended to 
the reader to peruse two or three times, and 
with attention, that part of Mr. Smith's 
letter in question which immediately fol 
lows this statement; it places the subject in 
so clear a light that it cannot be mistaken ; 
and, in a special manner, let this expressi- 
on of the Secretary of State be remarked, 
viz: “Thai he [Mr. Erskine] had, or at 
least, that hr believed he had sufficient au- 

thority to conclude the arrangement, his 
formal assurances during our discussions 
were such as to leave no room for doubt.”_ 
Upon this ground, then, the American gov- 
ernment acted. namely; ?*tr. Erskine ver- 
bally suggested three propositions which 
have since appeared to bg the three condi- 
tions embraced in the despatch from Mr. 
Canning of the 23d of January, and which 
were rejected by Mr. Smith: and, when 
the late British minister proposed others 
more consonant to equity and of coarse more 
agreeable, he gave formal assurances to 
the Secretary cf State, that he was authori- 
sed to make them the basis of the arrange- 
ment. Mr. Erskine did not tell Mr. Smith 
(nor does Mr. Smith say be did. and Mr. 
Jackson himself does not o/irnly assert it) 
that the three conditions first suggested were 
tile only ones which his instructions contain- 
ed. 'Fhe Secretary of State made no enqui- 
ry in that respect. It was none of the Se- 
cretary’s business. It was for Mr. Erskine 
to look to it that he did not disobey the or 

ders of the king his master. Mr. Smith was 

treating with the British, accredited minis- 
ter ; a minister with a full general fionorr to 
net for the British government.' Mr. Ers- 
kine never shelved his instructions to Mr. 
Smith, as Mr. Jackson admits; but merely 
inaterbal way, as any man in making a 
bargain would do, proposed them exp ri- 
mentallv. lie did precisely what an indivi 
dual does at market; when he could not 
make the arrangement, (or, in other words 
purchase what he wan’ed) at one price, he 
gave another. If he disobeyed his instructi- 
ons, that, as Mr. Smith very justly remarks, 

is a question essentially between him and 
his government.” Mr. Erskine himself in 
his letter to Mr. Smith, asserts unreserved- 
ly, that he conceived he had conformed 
totns majesty’s wishes; and to the spirit, at 
least, of his instructions.’* To this opinion 
he adhered to the last moment of his remain- 
ing in the United States ; and the onlv rovo 
hit ion that appears to have takrn place in 
H* mind in relation to the subject, wan a 

fio'-aful conviction, occasioned by the disa- 
vowal, that he bad forrn-d an erroneous 
judgment of his majesty’s views and intent}, 
on.” which is an observation that Mr. Ers- 
kine makes in his letter of the 14*h of Au- 
gust to the Secretary of State, and which is 
a severe reproach on the British govern 
mrnt; fully implying, that although the in 
strur‘ir.ns of Mr. Jackson’s predecessor jus 
tified the arrangement, yet that it was nei- 
ther the view” nor the intention” of 
the British ministry that any arrangement 
nti reasonable terms should have been tiller- 
ed into. 

To the testimony of Mr. ErskJite. and to 
the reason of th castf, is added an explicit 

ideclaration of Mr. Smith, that the circum- 
stance that the despatch of the 23d of Janu- 
; nry. from Mr. (Vanning to Mr. Erskint, was 
the only one which authorised him to pro 

j posr conditions, na/t f'>r thr firnt lirnr 
\madr known” to the go\ rnment of the U. 
S itps bv Mr. Jackson himself, in his letter 
of the 11th October. 

And 'Mr. Smith cootinnes) T need hardly add, that if that despatch had been ’.nmiTiii 
n;fated at thr tfntr tf thr arfrjvifetnenf, or 
if it had beet) known that the propositions 
contained in it, and whirl) were at first pte- 1 sen ted bt Mr- Erskirto, were the only ones 
on whicn he was authorised to make an ar- 
ri'tf’nifn:, the nr runferment iouttld not have 
hr'u made.’* 1 here is no duplicity in this 
language; it denies ail knowledge of the 

fe!\l nature and extent of Mr. ErskincN in- 
structions; :iml avers, if they had been 
known to be such as Mr. Jackson asserts 
them to be, no compact would have been 
made. It will be seen in the conclusion by what a ieehle sophism the new envoy at- 
tempts to evade the force of this fact. 

Referring the reader to the correct eluci- 
dations which are given by Mr. Smith, in 
his letter of the 19th of October, on the se- 
veral interesting topics in dispute between 
the United States and Great Britain, and 
particularly to the conciliatory offer of the 
President to comprehend the. orders incoun- 
ril. *r a general ncgociation, the writer of 
this exposition proceeds to the lSfer of Mr. 
Jackson to Mr. Smith of the 23d October. 
I his letter is remarkable, among other 
points, for the very unsatisfactory explana- tion it famishes of the raasons for disavow, 
ing Mr. Erskine’s arrangement. It was 
disavowed, Mr. Jackson asserts, because 
bis predecessor had mo authority to con- 
clude it. There is no reference to the equi 
lV ft justice ot the terms; no stroi iff and 
•solid reasons" in relation to the rights of 
the. United States. But, simply, the act 
was disavowed, because the minister was 
unauthorized tc conclude it. This certainly is a convenient, if not a legal excuse.— 
It is one which may at all times and 
under all circumstances be resorted to.— 
Nothing more is neces«ary than to <le 
lare that a minister has %iot compre- hended his instructions, and the most 
solemn engagements are at an end. But this 
is neither law nor good faith. Supposing that the violation of instructions is go*>rt cause 
tor disavowing an arrangement, the mere 
saying is no compe.*ent and satisfactory explanation to the disappointed party. It is 
incumbent on the disavowing party to shew 
that they have been violated ; that is, the 
disappointing party should /trove the fact of 
violation. Mr. Jackson has not done this.— 
He refers to a printed despatch of the 23d 
January, and offers his bare word for all the 
rest. YY here are the several" letters of 
instructions mentioned by Mr. Erskine > YVhv 
not produce the original paper of the des- 
patch of January 23d, that is, the rnanu 
script at it? Why, in an official proceed- 
mg, refer to a copy which appeared in the I 
newspapers? And where is the instruc- 
tion relative to the Chesapeake ? Did Mr. 
Erskine exceed his orders in that respect ! 
also? Mr. Jackson says he did ; but Mr. I 
Jactcson produces no copy, (not even a prin- 
ted one,)of the instructions on that head:— 
Is this what V ittel, (an authority fully ad- 
mitted hv Mr. Jackson,) would call a''strong and solid reason Mr. Jackson’s mere 

word, unsupported by corroborating vouch- ! 
ers or circumstances’ cannot be received as 
evidence in the case; yet he offers no other ; j and in this view it is worthy of notice, that 
Mr. Jackson claims for himself that weight 
of credibility which he denies to Mr. Smith 
and to the President. IJ.» requires that his 
solitary declaration (a declaration vitiated 
by his tergiversations) should be taken in 
support and for full proof of a fact, and at the 
same time more than insinuates that Mr. 
Smith’s word, and the asseverations of the 
President through Mr. Smith, are not enti- 
tled to belief. 

The reader will observe, that Mr. Rmit’-i 
in his letter of the 19th of Oct. says, •* the 
declaration that the despatch fro-u Mr. 
Canning to Mr. Erskine rf the 23d ofJanua 
ry is the only despatch by which the condi- 
tions were prescribed to Mr. Erskine fori 
the conclusion of an arrangement on the 
matter tn which it relates, is now for the 
first time made to this government.” Mr. 
Jackson had read this observation when he 
wrote his reply of Oct. 23d, from which the 
following is an extract: 

So far from the terms which he TMr. 
Erskine] was actually induced to accept having been contemplated in that instruc- 
tion, he himself states that they were sub- 
stituted by tou [the Secretary of State] in lieu of those originally proposed.” 

This is not only an untruth as it resppets Mr. Smith, but it is a palpable departure from veracity in regard to Mr. Erskine._ 
The latter gentleman has no where asserted, 
(it is confidently affirmed,) that Mr.Smith 
substituted conditions. The inducement 
with Mr. Erskine for concluding the agree- 
ment of the 19th of April, arose as he avers 
in his letterof August 14th, from •*a/ho 
rough conviction in his mind, that he was 
acting in conformity with his majes'y’s wish 
cs.” Mr. Smith neither solicited him toac- 
cept nor to reject;—all the propositions came 
from Mr. Erskine. There could be no pns 
sible motive on ‘.he part of the American 
government to urge Mr. Erskine to depart 
trom the tenor of his instructions, or the 
least disposition to substitute terms fur him 
for what possible benefit could accrue to Mr. 
S nith or to the President by wheedling the 
British minister into an accommodation, 
wnic.li, if contrary to his orders, they would 
have known would not have been accepted 
by his government? Common sense rejects 
all such insinuation* j and that man must be 
the victim of credulity indeed, who can for 
one instant believe that the Secretary of 
State or that Mr. Madison would not only 
risk their reputations, but place in jeopardy 
a great mass of property belonging to their 
fellow-citizens, on the event of so frail a 

Compact. Besides, if Mr. Erskine had been 
weak enough to he their dupe, or sufficient- 
Iv wicked to combine with them, he votild 
Itaidly have sense enough or -be so honest as 
to keep the secret. 

The extract, ju»t quoted, which thusiibols 
the American government and implicates Me. Erskinc, in that pannage of Mr. Jack 
son’s letter wherein he presumes to contra- 
dict the constituted authorities of the United 
States. It was of course incumbent on the 
Executive to vindicate his own honor and 
maintain the outraged dignity of the nation. 

Mr. Smith’s letter to Mr. Jackson of the 
1st Nov. contains this necessary vindica’ion, 
hy declaring such insinuations •• inrtdmiani 
blc ” And what was Mr Jackson's answer ? 
** I hnv»-carefully avoided (savs he) drawing 

| conclusions that did not rccessarily follow 
trmn the premise* advanced hr me, anti 
least of all should I think of uttering an in 
sinuation where I unable to substanti- 
ate a fact,” With determined pertinacity, he adds, “and in so doing 1 must continue.” 
—Thus,Jt is perceived, Mr. Jickson had 

insulted the government; he repeated the 
insult alter lieinj told that it was iuadmis- 
H*b'e; and insisting on the untruth in the 
most unequivocal terms, openly and imper- 
atively avowed his resolution to "continue'' 
the same line of conduct. There was no 

possibility of forbearing any longer ; it had 
become indispensably necessary to cut him 
ojf f om the government, and accordingly he 
was cut off. 

The evasion which Mr.Jack.30n afterwards 
attempted to palm upon the Secretary of 
State, is the bases*, of all possible* subterfu- 
ges. Mak'ytgnse of Mr. Oakley’s name, he 
says, “one of the facts alluded to [the com 
munication of the conditions by Mr. Erskine] has !>cen admitted by the Secretary » f State 

! himself;” and, “that that instruction [of 
[January 23d] is the only one in which the! 

• onuitions were prescribed, is known to me.’ I 
He then proclaims, that it was for “stating 
these facts and adhering to them,” th*at he 
was dismissed by the President. So far from 
this having been the ground for discarding 
him, it is confidently affirmed by the writer 

rof this article, that if Mr. Jackson, in his let- 
ters to the Secretary of State, had advanced 

nothing more than what he docs in Mr. 
Oakeley’s note, the government of the Uni- 
ted States vrotikl certainly have taken no of. 
fence at it. Hut Mr. Jackson’s insinuations 
and assertions were of a very different com- 
plexion. They were not that Mr. Smith 
admitted one fact that Mr. Jackson knew 
another fact; but that, Mr. Smith having 
stated to Mr. Japkson, that after the expli 
cit Sc peremptory asseveration that this go 
vernment had no such knowledge [of the 
despatch] and that with such a knowledge 
uo such arrangement would have been en 
tered into, the view, which you have again 
presen‘ed ot the subject, makes it iny duty 
to apprise you, that such insinuations at e 
inadmissible Mr. Jackson replied after 
other remarks, least r.t all should I think, of 
uttering an insinuation where I was unable 
to substantiate a fact.” A man so fully con 
victed of prevarications can surely have ns 
credit with the public. 

It will be observed, that the ground of 
Mr. Jackson's disgrace, is not a disagree- 
ment as to fimtonal veracity between Mr. 
Smith and Mr. Krskine, nor between Vlr. 
Smith and Mr. Jackson; but it is exclusive- 
ly a question, whether Mr. Jackson, in an 
official correspondence with the American 
government, was to be permitted to call in 
question the veracity ot the power with 
whom lie was treating; not whether Mr., 
Smith told the tru'h or whether Mr. Jack- 
son told the truth ; but whether the lixecu- 
tive of the United States was to suffer itself 
to be repeatedly and unequivocally stigma- tised with the imputation of falsehood.— 
The pith and substance of it is this: Would 
a private gentleman in negociating any bu- 
siness whatever with another person, put up' 
with the lie direct f Apply the answer to 
the case between the government of the Uni- 
ted States and Mr. Jackson, and the point 
is decided to the satisfaction of every Ame- 
rican citizen who loves his country and ve- 
nerates the constitution. Mr. Jackson was 
doubtless, at full liberty to amplify and en- 
force any respectful propositions that ha ad- 
vanced, by all the arguments within his 
reach, provided they were decorously urg- 
ed; but it was departing from every cus-; 
tomary rule ot diplomatic deportment, which! 
prevails even in time of war, to draw infer- 
ences and to insist upon conclusions, which 
are neither deducibie from the circumstan- 
ces which he cites, nor warranted by the 
evidence which he quotes in support of 
them. How luueii !ess\vu» it permissible to 
invent f-cls which kail no foundation in 
truth. 

Supposing, nevertheless, that Mr. Ers- 
kine had stated, that Mr.Smifh substituted 
conditions for him, by what new rule of lo- 
gic is it, that Mr. Erskine, whom Mr. Jack 
son represents as having departed from the 
conditions of hi instructions as well as hav- 
ing affirmed to the g ivernment of the Unit- 
ed States an untruth, is to be received as a 
competent and credible witness as to a fact 
which is dented by the government which 
he lias deceived? Such sophistry cannot be 
supported by the me t cunning lawyer or 
subtle casuist. There is, indeed, nothing 
more inconsistent, than Mr. Jackson’s false 
reasoning, from the beginning to the end of 
the correspondence. The length of the cor- 
respondence and the diffusiveness of his style 
may, lor an instant, embarrass the under- 
standing ; but when his anti-neutral doc- 
trines and aiili-American prejudices are es- 

sentially comprehended, their flagrant and 
tyrannical aspect will be manifest to every 
individual in the cflhimunity. The new en-1 
voy admits, he evades, avows and disavows, 
asserts, rejects, insinuates and equivocates, 
all in a breath. The more he wrote, the I 
more he convinced the American govern- 
n.ent, that lie was cither the mischievonsl 
instrument for perverting the good intent!- i 
ons of his sovereign, or the slippery tool of; 
a designing ministry, whose evil schemes 1 

were too glaring to be concealed by hisshr.l- i 
low artifices. 

In the preceding part of this exposition it 
is remarked, that •* a right examination of 
the language and spirit of Mr. Jackson s 

letters, would evince, that the recapitulati- 
on of the Secretary of State (ss to what pas- 
sed in official verbal conference,) is substan- 
tially correct.” l liere is no manner of d-ubt 
that the three rondnioni are the only terms 

upon which Mr. Jackson would ucce/it any 
pi offered arrangement, however he might 
“ receive and ili*cus»” propositions of any 
other description, lie does not any where 
in his letters to the Secretary of State deny 
it. All that he says is in cm-onoration of it. 
These three conditions are embraced in the 
despatch from Mr. Canning to Mr. Krskiue, 
of the 53d January, and require from the 
United States a relinquishment of the car 

rying trade, a non intercourse against Fi anr.e 
mu her dependencies, and permission for 
Great Britain to enforce the nets of Congres- 
on the ocean. Mr. Jackson says, Indeed, 
that he was not Instructed to renew these 
nor to make any other proposals ; but hr 
assign, is tile sole reasons I »r the absence of 
«nrh instructions, 1st. that they had been 
rejected b\ the American government; and 
2d. that Great Britain would never cease 
10 maintain th principle recognize-' by those 
conditions, to W'fc, M th~ seta I as d unquali- 

Ged interdiction of all trade with ihe 
my” in neutral bottoms on American ac- 
count; declaring it to he “matter or 
lerence to Great Britain, .whether the order 
mi council be continued, or an nrr‘ngeintnt by mutual consent substituted in its 

i In briei, Mr. Jackson was irut authorized'o 
j rene^ tl'-C three conditions, because they would not be accepted by the President; and he was instructed to propose no new 
ores, because the British government would 
yield to nothing but the three conditions. If 
a doubt exists upon the subject, let the rea- 
der inspect the new envoy’s letter of the 4th 
ot November, wherein he says, “before the orders in council cun be revoked, their oh- 
ject must be obtained in some other wav,*’ 
And one. of those orders, to wit, that of the 
26th ol April, the one which is now in ope- rative existence. Mr. Jackson a/firms, •• j» 
more restrictive thah those of November, 18Q?\” These declarations on the part of 
the discarded minister, exfilain what he 
means in his letter of the 23d October, when, in speaking of his itjjtructions, he ami u.-.A* 
that they look to substituting for Nts ions 
61 good understanding, erroneously inter- 
t(titled, prActtcAL sripi/L.iriQttS on which 
*i eal t econci I at i on of all dilFereuces mry 
be substantially founded." That is, the A- 
qttitable and lawful cia'ma of the United 
States are considered as mere .vor/ox.v,’’ for which notions Mr. Jackson’s instruction* 
empower him to substitute’* p.hjcTical 
sriPULAi loss, which practical aiifiulaii- 
uw.v are the three condition* of the despatch .of the 23d o Jiiu.arv, or t!te order in o un> 
cil of the 5<kh of April, which is more r-«- 
trzdize, than '.hoso of'November, lfc'C!’’,” nnd which, in principle, (md in practice 
too. with occasional variations,) his R.pan. 
nic Majesty “cAn never cease to maintain.” 

.yTr. '.rnith, in his letter to Mr. Pinkney of November the 2"d, has placed the sub- 
ject of the disavowal of Mr. E*-sktne’s nr- 
raiig-mnnt. in so fair alight, and exinsed so 

completely the frivolity of the pr. tenets up- 
on which i: was disavowed, that but very few additional stiicturcs, in that particular r 
will be introduced into this exposition; ar.,-}' 
these will he confined to the tenor of tin'des- 
patch of the 23d of January, which Mr. 
F.rskine is suifl to have violated. One c.f the 
conditions prescribed in that despatch, was 
in the following words : 

3d. Great Britain, for the purpose of 
securing the opera i n of the embargo, and 
ot the bona Jide iut /nttrn *«f America to pre- 
vent her citizen's from trading with France, 
and die powers adopting and acting under 
the French detrees, is to be considered as 

being at liberty to capture all such Ameri- 
can vessels as may be fouad attempting to 
trade with the ports of any of these powers ; 
without which security for the observance 
of the embargo, the raking jt nominally 
with respect to Great Britain alone, would, 
in fact, raise it with respect to all me 
world,” 

In urging” this condition, M*\ Smith 
very properly remarks, “Mr. (anninghas 
taken a ground forbidden by those principles 
of decorum v hir.li regulate an 1 mark the 
proceedings of gov*- rr.meats tova-d* ear.), 
other.” It v/as not only to obtain a /deef^l 
against the bndfv'rh of the ipiemknof the 
American government, us tl e Secretary * f 
State says; but the liberty (o culture which 
the condition required plainly implies, that 
even if the intern ion of the Ao eHcVn r;r\ ern. 
ment bean intention of good faith, vet there 
would be no security to Great Britain for 
the fulfilment ofit by th •. citizen* of the Uni- 
ted States, unless the British uaw were ar 
liberty to mAc prir.e of the \ ousels and good* of those citikei s, who are bv tiie. condition 
supposed to be so profligate ns not to obey the I 
lav/s of the r countrj', and the convoluted, 
authorities so imbecile as not to he ahle. p> compel them to respect the acts of Congress 
la affect, th: t the f.-eofi/e 'of the. United 
States are knaves ami law breakers, ard 
their Congress and JYcsident a tour** cvpl,er The navy of Great Britain v. * to strengthen (he latter and to make th* rc iner vii fuous 
And this condition, and the .vh.de dc-p. t< h 
was to he communicated in ertense, (q, al’ 
its parts) to the chief mgisuuie of the niiti* 
on ! 

Jt seems to bo of some importance to the 
merits of the case in question, to discrimi- 
nate cleai ly between the act of a minister 
concluding an agreement in virtue of a fuU 
power in relation to the terms of the agree- 
ment, and the act of a minister concluding vich agreement by the authority of a gencrul 
power (or letter of credence) to act tor his 
soveicign in any matter respecting v.hich 
he should be instructed. In the first ir. 
stance, the minister would have to produce lits/W//tower to the government with which 
he was about to negociivc; in the second, the minister being resident near the govtm- 
ment, and his general leteer •o/' rreelenee 
being in the pov&ssion of the government, he would not be under the necessity of pre- senting any new* power nor be compelled to- 
shew his instructions, but acting in hi lumtl 

i rnyoyal anil filenifiotentinl c.' ararur, fail 
I faith and credit would-be giveri t,» him in 
! that shape by the governme .t with which he 
| treated. Mr. Erskine appears to have ;u.t- 
ed in the latter way. 

I He made this arrangement in virVr* ri 
!•*{» general letter of Credence. Hit kept 
| his " never ai” letters of inrtvuc.t:ons on ,f 
| yic-w, r.ubject to hi« own di*tr-jtion j', t 
if a full /tower haJ been nfmioisu'v to rt- «!j‘j 

i Mr, Risking to conclude the arrang. m rt” 
, Mr, .lackhon acknowledges that he j,\, l is,i,t 
full power in hit prtse.v ion, for, sa, si-.c, in 

‘his letter of the itisof Nov. •• the mnruuc 
I nosa in this (Mr. F.rskine’s) case tool tie 
\fit*ce of a run. i>on'fR.,i And, if n fu l 
/lower had not been requisite, Mr. Jacks n 
pives a very substantial reason why it. was 
not necessary : No full power (he observes 
in his letter of Nov. 4th) was given in toe 
present [Mr. Krskine’s] case, because it 
wr.s not a treaty, hut the materials for tor n 
ing a treaty, that was in contemplation.’' — 

Thu?, in any view of tk lubject, ,v|r ft,-, 
kine’? mode of proceeding and the aqthoi 
by which hr. acted, are pronounced by M 
Jackson to have been comet and »iit8rvfc 

Tho despatch from Mr. Canning to ! \ 
F.rskinc of the 23d of January. & hud * 

moNt conclusive proof that the arran?*' 
which he was aulhsribed to «o<jciu/' '*-ot 

** *itb 


